


reference form. This system, plus the fact that 
any one form can only approximate the testing 
conditions facing the April 1941 candidates, pro- 
duces a situation where some variations from 
form to form will inevitably exist. 

These variations complicate the interpreta- 
tion of average results of the growing number of 
candidates who first take the SAT as juniors in 
May and then repeat the test as seniors in Janu- 
ary or March. Although occasional large varia- 
tions for individual candidates occur, a general 
growth and practice effect observable in Verbal 
scores appears to permit the prediction of senior 
year scores from those obtained in the junior 
year. These “repeaters,” who are tested on dif- 
ferent test forms, not only emphasize the need 
for highly accurate equating methods, but help 
evaluate the accuracy of the equating system. 
This was the case in January when schools with 
repeaters observed that their gains were not 
consistent with past experience. 

A survey indicated that the forms adminis- 
tered in May 1953 and in January 1954 were 
separated by nine links in the equating process. 
No material was common to the two forms, and 
in order to find such material, their ancestry had 
to be traced back through eight other forms. 
Under these circumstances, larger than normal 
differences of approximation would be expected. 
The survey also indicated that the January 1954 
form was probably more divergent from the sys- 
tem as a whole than was the May 1953 form. 

This experience has yielded information which 
will help to improve the method of equating 
forms in the future. Operationally, the number 
of links separating any two forms must be mini- 
mized. Work to accomplish this has been started, 
and no form used in the future will be far re- 
moved from any other test form. Secondly, a 
research investigation of procedures for equat- 
ing one form to another form, it is hoped, will 
reduce the degree of approximation inherent in 
existing methods. If plans for this project are 
approved by the College Board Research Com- 
mittee, the results will probably be ready for use 
with the test forms of 1954-1955. 
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